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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

The term "wherein the control may be edited " in claim 56, 60, 69 and 78 is a 
relative term which renders the claim indefinite. The term " wherein the control may be 
edited " is not defined by the claim, the specification does not provide a standard for 
ascertaining the requisite degree, and one of ordinary skill in the art would not be 
reasonably apprised of the scope of the invention. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C, 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 
rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in section 
1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the 
subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill 
in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

Claims 40, 43, 47, 50, 51 and 54 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Beaudet et al. [US. 5,689,668]. 

As to claims 40, 47 and 51 , Beaudet et al. disclose a processor; a display; and a 
storage device having a browser stored therein, which when executed by the processor: 
displays a plurality of menu selections in a multiple level hierarchical menu on the 
display (column 2, lines 60-67, "plurality of selection levels in a menu hierarchy"); places 
one of the menu selections to enable editing of the menu selection (controls) by a user 
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(column 2, lines 60-67, "a second zone having contents comprising a displayed list of 
selection options for one of the selection levels in the menu hierarchy"); receives a user 
input for editing said one of the controls and in response to a single user input indicating 
that editing of said one of the controls is complete, automatically places a next one off 
the controls in an editable mode without requiring additional user input (column 3, lines 
23-37, "In response to entry of an option from the displayed list of selection options, the 
displayed list of selection options in the second zone is replaced with a second list of 
selection options for a different selection level in the menu hierarchy".); wherein at least 
one of the items other than the selected item is located between the selected item and 
said next one of the controls on the display (column 3, lines 1-37). 
Beaudet et al fail to clearly teach user editable controls. However, level 1 choice A, B, 
C....can be selectable parameter controls which can be edited. It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time the invention was made, to 
combine Beaudet's plurality of controls with Beaudet's teaching. Motivation would have 
been to improve visualization and to increase the performance of the device. 
As to claims 43, 50 and 54, Beaudet et al. disclose next one of the controls being the 
control which is located closest to said one of the controls on the display (column 3, 
lines 1-35). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a 
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person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived 
by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 41, 44-46, 48 and 52 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 

unpatentable over Beaudet et al. [US. 5,689,668] in view of De Boor et al. [US. 

2004/0093376]. 

As to claim 41 , Beaudet fails to clearly teach if said next one of the controls is not 
currently visible on the display when said single user input is received, the display is 
automatically scrolled to place said next one of the controls in view in the editable mode 
in response to said single user input. However, De Boor et al. show the feature at page 
18, 0321-0322). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time 
the invention was made, to combine De Boor's plurality of controls with Beaudet's 
teaching. Motivation would have been to improve visualization and to increase the 
performance of the device. 

As to claim 44, Beaudet et al. disclose a processor; a display; and a storage device 
having a browser stored therein, which when executed by the processor: displays a 
plurality of user-editable controls on the display (column 2, lines 60-67, "plurality of 
selection levels in a menu hierarchy"); places one of the controls in an editable mode to 
enable editing of the control by a user (column 2, lines 60-67, "a second zone having 
contents comprising a displayed list of selection options for one of the selection levels in 
the menu hierarchy"); receives a user input for editing said one of the controls and in 
response to a single user input indicating that editing of said one of the controls is 
complete, automatically places a next one off the controls in an editable mode without 
requiring additional user input (column 3, lines 23-37, "In response to entry of an option 
from the displayed list of selection options, the displayed list of selection options in the 
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second zone is replaced with a second list of selection options for a different selection 
level in the menu hierarchy".); at least one of the items other than the selected item is 
located between the selected item and said next one of the controls on the display, such 
that in response to the user input selecting said one of the items, the browser directly 
selects said next one of the controls for editing without first selecting any of the others of 
said items (column 3, lines 1-35). 

Beaudet fails to clearly teach if said next one of the controls is not currently visible on 
the display when said single user input is received, the display is automatically scrolled 
to place said next one of the controls in view in the editable mode in response to said . 
single user input. However, De Boor et al. show the feature at page 18, 0321-0322). It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time the invention was 
made, to combine De Boor's plurality of controls with Beaudet' s teaching. Motivation 
would have been to improve visualization and to increase the performance of the 
device. 

As to claims 48 and 52, Beaudet fails to clearly teach if said next one of the controls is 
not currently visible on the display when said single user input is received, the display is 
automatically scrolled to place said next one of the controls in view in the editable mode 
in response to said single user input. However, De Boor et al. show the feature at page 
18, 0321-0322). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time 
the invention was made to combine De Boor's plurality of controls with Beaudet's 
teaching. Motivation would have been to improve visualization and to increase the 
performance of the device. 

As to claim 46, Beaudet et al. disclose next one of the controls being the control which 
is located closest to said one of the controls on the display (column 3, lines 1-35). 
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As to claim 45, Beaudet in view of De Boor et al. fail to clearly teach plurality of radio 
buttons instead of plurality of selection levels in a menu hierarchy. However, official 
notice is taken that implementation of selecting of the radio button was well known in 
the art, at the time the invention was made, to combine the well known implementation 
of selecting of the radio button with Beaudet and De Boor's teachings. Motivation of the 
combination would have been to provide design choices for the users. 

Claims 42, 49 and 53 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Beaudet et al. [US. 5,689,668]. 

As to claims 42, 49 and 53, Beaudet et al. displays a plurality of user-editable controls 
on the display (column 2, lines 60-67, "plurality of selection levels in a menu hierarchy"); 
places one of the controls in an editable mode to enable editing of the control by a user 
(column 2, lines 60-67, "a second zone having contents comprising a displayed list of 
selection options for one of the selection levels in the menu hierarchy"); at least one of 
the plurality of controls being located on the display between the selected control and 
said next one of the controls (column 3, lines 1-36); 

receives a user input for editing said one of the controls and in response to a single 
user input indicating that editing of said one of the controls is complete, automatically 
places a next one of the controls in an editable mode without requiring additional user 
input (column 3, lines 23-37, "In response to entry of an option from the displayed list of 
selection options, the displayed list of selection options in the second zone is replaced 
with a second list of selection options for a different selection level in the menu 
hierarchy".). 
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Beaudet et al. fail to clearly teach plurality of radio buttons instead of plurality of 
selection levels in a menu hierarchy. However, official notice is taken that 
implementation of selecting of the radio button was well known in the art, at the time the 
invention was made, to combine the well known implementation of selecting of the radio 
button with Beaudet's teaching. Motivation of the combination would have been to 
provide design choices for the users. 

Claims 55-81 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Beaudet et al. [US. 5,689,668]. 

As to claims 55 and 60-61, 64, 70, 73, 79 Beaudet et al. teach a processor; a display; 
and a storage device having a browser stored therein, which when executed by the 
processor: displays a plurality of user-editable controls on the display (column 2, lines 
60-67, "plurality of selection levels in a menu hierarchy"); places one of the controls in 
an editable mode to enable editing of the control by a user (column 2, lines 60-67, "a 
second zone having contents comprising a displayed list of selection options for one of 
the selection levels in the menu hierarchy"); receives a user input for editing said one of 
the controls and in response to a single user input indicating that editing of said one of 
the controls is complete, automatically places a next one off the controls in an editable 
mode without requiring additional user input (column 3, lines 23-37, "In response to 
entry of an option from the displayed list of selection options, the displayed list of 
selection options in the second zone is replaced with a second list of selection options 
for a different selection level in the menu hierarchy".); wherein at least one of the items 
other the selected item is located between the selected item and said next one of the 
controls on the display (column 3, lines 1-37). 
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Beaudet et al. fail to clearly teach displays a plurality of softkeys on the display 
concurrently with displaying any of the user-editable controls, wherein a first-sofikey is 
operable to place any of the controls in an editing mode, wherein a second softkey is 
operable to display menu when any of the controls is in an editing mode, and wherein 
the content of the menu varies according to which of the controls is currently in an 
editing mode. Instead, Beaudet et al. show plurality of buttons which are operable to 
display different selection level in the menu hierarchy. However, official notice is taken 
that implementation of displaying softkeys was well known in the computer art, at the 
time the invention was made, to combine the well known implementation of displaying 
softkeys with Beaudet's teaching. Motivation of the combination would have been to 
save the computer screen space. 

As to claims 56, 65,74 Beaudet et al. teach displays a plurality of user-editable controls 
on the display (column 2, lines 60-67, "plurality of selection levels in a menu hierarchy"); 
places one of the controls in an editable mode to enable editing of the control by a user 
(column 2, lines 60-67, "a second zone having contents comprising a displayed list of 
selection options for one of the selection levels in the menu hierarchy"). Beaudet et al. 
fail to clearly teach the plurality of editing modes including a text input mode, a 
numerical input mode, and a symbol input mode. 

However, official notice is taken that implementation of plurality of editing modes was 
well known in the computer art, at the time the invention was made, to combine the well 
known implementation of plurality of editing modes with Beaudet's teaching. Motivation 
of the combination would have been to improve the system performance. 
As to claims 57, 66, 75 In light of rejection of plurality of editing modes, official notice is 
taken that implementation of "plurality of items that are selectable to allow the user to 
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switch between the plurality of editing modes" was well known in the computer art, at 
the time the invention was made, to combine the well known implementation with 
Beaudet's teaching. Motivation of the combination would have been to improve the 
system performance. 

As to claims 58-59, 62-63, 67-68, 71-72, 76-77 and 80-81, In light of rejection of plurality 
of editing modes, official notice is taken that implementation of "the second softkey 
visually indicating which of the plurality of editing modes is currently selected" was well 
known in the computer art, at the time the invention was made, to combine the well 
known implementation with Beaudet's teaching. Motivation of the combination would 
have been to improve the system performance. 

As to claims 69 and 78, the claim is analyzed as previously discussed with respect to 
claims 55-56. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Mylinh Tran. The examiner can normally be reached on 
Mon - Thu from 7:00AM to 3:00PM at 571-272-4141. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Weilun Lo, can be reached at 571-272-4847. 

The fax phone numbers for the organization where this application or proceeding 
is assigned are as follows: 

571-273-8300 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-21 7-91 97 (toll-free). 

Mylinh Tran 
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